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ADF average daily flow
AMSA Association of Metropolitan Sewerage Agencies
ASR aquifer storage and recovery
ATU aerobic treatment unit
AWT advanced wastewater treatment

BAT best available technology
BOD biochemical oxygen demand
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CARL Conservation and Recreation Lands Program
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5
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DIW deep injection well
DO dissolved oxygen
DUS Department of Utility Services

EDU equivalent dwelling unit
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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FDEP Florida Department of Environmental Protection
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FKAA Florida Keys Aqueduct Authority
FMRI Florida Marine Research Institute
ft feet

gal gallon
GIS Geographic Information System
gpd gallons per day
GO general obligation

I/I infiltration and inflow
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LID local improvement district

Master Plan Sanitary Wastewater Master Plan
MCDOH Monroe County Department of Health
MCPHU Monroe County Public Health Unit
MDWASD Miami-Dade Water and Sewer Department
MLE Modified Ludzak-Ettinger Process
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mg/L milligrams per Liter
MOU Memorandum of Understanding
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N nitrogen
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P phosphorus
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ROGO Rate of Growth Ordinance (Monroe County)
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SRF State Revolving Fund
SWIS subsurface wastewater infiltration system
SWMP TAC Sanitary Wastewater Master Plan Technical Advisory

Committee

Task Force Monroe County Citizens Task Force on Wastewater
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